The Examiner has taken the position that the only difference between the instantly 
claimed process and that in the prior art amounts to the difference between a batch 
process (Bilgrien et al) and a continuous process. The Examiner has further cited In re 
Dilnot, 319 F. 2d 188, 138 USPO 248 (CCPA 1963) wherein it has been held that making 
a batch process continuous is obvious. Applicant has read the Dilnot case and agrees 
with the Examiner that Dilnot does hold that making a batch process continuous is 
obvious. 

However, the applicant takes the position that the instant process, even though 
directed to a continuous process, is not directed to a continuous process derived from the 
batch process of Bilgrien, et al as the Examiner has stated. 

The applicant would point out to the examiner that the instant process is an 
"integrated" process (claim 1, line 1). The process very clearly involves the removal of 
the siloxane material from the mixer and to a separate cooling apparatus for the express 
purpose of moving the siloxane material from the hot mixing apparatus and immediately 
into a cooling atmosphere so that there is no dwell time in the mixer at the increased 
temperature and in the presence of the heated mixer components. This move facilitates 
accelerated cooling of the powdered organopolysiloxane composition to a temperature 
below the decomposition and/or activation of a subsequently to be added catalyst (Cf. 
claims 1, lines 21 et seq. wherein . .facilitating accelerated bulk cooling thereof. . ."). 

The powdered organopolysiloxane composition is very sensitive at this juncture in 
the process. Eventhough the powdered organopolysiloxane composition is free flowing at 
this point , it is somewhat sticky and easily massed if significant compaction occurs 
which is quite often the case when the bulk polydiorganosiloxane powder is allowed to 
cool relatively undisturbed under ambient conditions, which in the case of cooling in the 
mixer is typically longer than in the instant process because of the fact that the metal 
components of the mixer have to be cooled as well (Cf the instant specification, page 6, 
to page 7, paragraph [0022]). 
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This "facilitated" cooling prevents, or significantly lowers the rate of formation of 
compacted organopolysiloxanes. 

This "facilitated cooling" is not found in Bilgrien, et al. The significance of this 
"facilitated cooling" is not discussed nor is the necessity of it even hinted at in the 
Bilgrien et al reference. 

The use of this facilitated cooling, that is, outside the mixer, is the distinguishing 
feature of the instant process and therefore, the instant process is not just the continuous 
form of the Bilgrien et al bulk or batch process as the Examiner has stated and the instant 
process is not obvious therefrom. 

The Examiner turns to Boudreau et al to teach a continuous process for 
compounding siloxane and fillers. The applicant would quickly point out to the Examiner 
that Boudreau et al teaches a continuous process directed to liquid silicone rubbers, not 
high consistency rubbers as in the instant process. What is significant is that liquid 
silicone rubbers do not have to be rendered into powdered or particulate materials as is 
done in the instant process. In fact, Boudreau et al teaches quite the opposite, (Cf. column 
2, lines 58 to 60 of Boudreau et al) wherein a densified polymer/filler mass is created by 
that continuous process. Thus, in dealing with high consistency polymers being rendered 
into sensitive powered or particulate matter, why would one turn to Boudreau et al to find 
out how to handle such materials? They would not and therefore, Boudreau et al and 
Bilgrien et al are impermissibly combined. 

On the basis of the above comments, the applicant respectfully requests the 

Examiner to withdraw the rejection and allow the claims to issue. 
Respectfolly submitted, 




Robert L. McKellar 
Reg. No. 26,002 
(989) 631-4551 
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